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THE FARM BILL 

The farm relief bill becomes a law with the signature of the 
President to the measure as finally approved by Congress on 
May 10th. The bill includes two titles: (1) agricultural read- 
justment, and (2) agricultural credits. 

Those who have been following reports of the course of the 
legislation are familiar with the fact that the law includes pro- 
visions designed to relieve the farm mortgage situation as well 
as the so-called inflation amendment extending the power of the 
President with respect to money. 


This statement regarding the scope and provisions of the 
new law will be limited to the first title, that of agricultural 
readjustment, and more particularly to the provisions in that 
title relating to— 


(1) Commodity benefits to be provided through the rental 
or benefit payments derived from a processing tax on basic agri- 
cultural commodities, 


(2) Marketing agreements that the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture is authorized to make with processors, associations of pro- 
ducers and others engaged in handling any agricultural com- 
modity or product thereof in interstate commerce, 

(3) Licenses that the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized 
to issue permitting processors, associations of producers and 
others to engage in handling in interstate commerce any agri- 
cultural commodity or product thereof or any competing com- 
modity or product thereof. 


The law states that the policy of Congress is— 


To establish and maintain such balance between the production and 
consumption of agricultural commodities, and such marketing conditions 
therefor as will reestablish prices to farmers at a level that will give agri- 
cultural commodities a purchasing power with respect to articles that farm- 
ers buy, equivalent to the purchasing power of agricultural commodities in 
the base period. The base period in the case of all agricultural commodities 
except tobacco shall be the pre-war period, August, 1909-July, 1914. In the 
case of tobacco, the base period shall be the post-war period, August, 1919- 
July, 1929. 
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To approach such equality of purchasing power by gradual correction 
of the present inequalities therein at as rapid a rate as is deemed feasible in 
view of the current consumptive demand in domestic and foreign markets. 


To protect the consumers’ interest by readjusting farm production at 
such level as will not increase the percentage of the consumers’ retail 
expenditures for agricultural commodities, or products derived therefrom, 
which is returned to the farmer, above the percentage which was returned 
to the farmer in the pre-war period, August, 1909-July, 1914. 

To effectuate this declared policy, the law gives the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture power— 

To provide for reduction in the acreage or reduction in the production 
for market, or both, of any basic agricultural commodity, through agree- 
ments with producers or by other voluntary methods, and to provide for 
rental or benefit payments in connection therewith or upon that part of 
the production of any basic agricultural commodity required for domestic 
consumption, in such amounts as the Secretary deems fair and reasonable, 
to be paid out of any moneys available for such payments. 

The basic agricultural commodities as specified in the bill 
are wheat, cotton, field corn, hogs, rice, tobacco, and milk and 
its products. 

To finance the rental or benefit payments processing taxes 
on these basic products are authorized. The processing tax is 
to be at such rate as equals the difference between the current 
average farm price for the commodity and the fair exchange 
value of the commodity. The fair exchange value of the com- 
modity is the price that will give the commodity the same pur- 
chasing power with respect to articles that farmers buy as such 
commodity had during the base period, as stated in the declara- 
tion of policy in the bill. 


It is also provided that if the Secretary of Agriculture finds 
after investigation that the payment of the processing tax upon 
any basic agricultural commodity is causing or will cause to the 
processors thereof disadvantages in competition from compet- 
ing commodities by reason of excessive shifts in consumption be- 
tween such commodities or products thereof, he can proclaim 
such finding and provide for the collection of a tax upon such 
competing commodity, to be paid by the processor at the rate 
specified by the Secretary of Agriculture, which may be altered 
pursuant to further findings by him. 


To effectuate the declared policy, the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is also given power— 


To enter into marketing agreements with processors, associations of 
producers, and others engaged in the handling, in the current of interstate 
or foreign commerce of any agricultural commodity or product thereof, 
after due notice and opportunity for hearing to interested parties. The 
making of any such agreement shall not be held to be in violation of any 
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of the anti-trust laws of the United States, and any such agreement shall 
be deemed to be lawful; Provided, That no such agreement shall remain in 
force after the termination of this Act. For the purpose of carrying out 
any such agreement the parties thereto shall be eligible for loans from the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation under section 5 of the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation Act. Such loans shall not be in excess of such amounts 
as may be authorized by the agreements. 


It will be noted that these marketing agreements are not 
limited to the basic agricultural commodities, but may be made 
with the processors, etc., of any agricultural commodity. 


To effectuate the declared policy, the law further gives the 
Secretary of Agriculture power— 


To issue licenses permitting processors, associations of producers, and 
others to engage in the handling, in the current of interstate or foreign 
commerce, of any agricultural commodity or product thereof, or any com- 
peting commodity or product thereof. Such licenses shall be subject to such 
terms and conditions, not in conflict with existing Acts of Congress or regu- 
lations pursuant thereto, as may be necessary to eliminate unfair practices 
or charges that prevent or tend to prevent the effectuation of the declared 
policy and the restoration of normal economic conditions in the marketing 
of such commodities or products and the financing thereof. The Secretary 
of Agriculture may suspend or revoke any such license, after due notice 
and opportunity for hearing, for violations of the terms or conditions 
thereof. Any order of the Secretary suspending or revoking any such 
license shall be final if in accordance with law. Any such person engaged 
in such handling without a license as required by the Secretary under this 
section shall be subject to a fine of not more than $1,000 for each day during 
which the violation continues. 

To require any licensee under this section to furnish such reports as to 
quantities of agricultural commodities or products thereof bought and sold 
and the prices thereof, and as to trade practices and charges, and to keep 
such systems of accounts as may be necessary for the purpose of Part 2 of 
this title. 


As in the marketing agreement section, this section as to 
licenses covers processors, etc., of any agricultural commodity 
or product, and, in addition, any commodity or product thereof 
that competes with any agricultural commodity or product 
thereof. 


In the bill as agreed to by the conference committee, the 
Secretary was given power to issue licenses permitting proces- 
sors, associations of producers and others to engage in the han- 
dling in the current of interstate or foreign commerce of any 
basic agricultural commodity or product thereof, or any com- 
peting commodity or product thereof. By concurrent resolu- 
tion of House and Senate, after the adoption of the conference 
report, the word “basic” was deleted. 


LABOR COMMITTEE REPORTS REVISED BILL 
Chairman Connery of the House Labor Committee, to which 
was referred the Black bill (S. 158) limiting hours of labor, and 
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which held hearings on that bill and proposed amendments of it, 
has reported to the House a substitute bill that differs rather 
widely from both the Black bill and the bill that Mr. Connery 
himself originally introduced. 


The substitute bill would establish a Federal Trade Regu- 
lation Board consisting of the Secretary of Labor and two mem- 
bers to be appointed by the President, one representing em- 
ployers and the other representing employees. This Board 
would be given such control and regulation of persons engaged 
in production, processing, or manufacture of goods entering into 
interstate or foreign commerce as provided in the bill. 


The bill would require all persons manufacturing goods for 
shipment in interstate commerce to take out a license. These 
licenses would be issued to (1) members of national trade asso- 
ciations which represent persons who produce or process 50 per 
cent or more of the total goods made in an industry, and which 
have entered into an agreement with the national labor union 
representing the workers in such an industry with respect to 
wages, working conditions and limitation of production; (2) to 
persons not members of national trade associations but who 
agree to comply with the agreements entered into by a national 
association representing their industry; (3) to persons not in 
either of the foregoing groups who agree to comply with rules 
and regulations prescribed by the Federal Trade Regulation 
Board. 

The bill would exempt from its requirements persons en- 
gaged in production of (1) agricultural or farm products proc- 
essed for first sale by the original producer; (2) dairy prod- 
ucts; (3) commodities which a cannery or manufacturing plant 
produces by canning or preparing for marketing or commerce, 
fish, sea food, fruits, or vegetables of a perishable character, 
for such period or periods of time as the Board may prescribe, 
after an investigation and upon submission to it of satisfactory 
proof of the necessity therefor; (4) any shipment of goods, 
articles, or commodities valued at less than $100. 

The bill would prohibit the entry of foreign-made goods 
which goods are similar or comparable to goods produced in the 
United States, if such foreign-made goods are entered at total 
landed costs which are less than American cost of production of 
similar or comparable American-made goods. The Act would 
be in force for a period of two years. 

The prospects now are that the question of working hours 
will be covered in the proposed industry control bill being pre- 
pared for introduction in Congress. This bill, it is expected, 
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will provide that industries take the initiative in formulating 
working conditions to be approved by and enforced through 
government offices. 


DECISION IN PEA LABELING CASE 


The District Court for the Southern District of Indiana has 
made permanent the order restraining enforcement of the regu- 
lation of the Department of Agriculture requiring soaked dry 
peas to be labeled “Below U. S. Standard; Low Quality, but not 
Illegal, Soaked Dry Peas.” This decision applies only to the 
product of the firm granted the restraining order and to the 
judicial district in which the order was granted. 


There are also pending in the District of Columbia injunction 
proceedings seeking to restrain the Secretary of Agriculture 
from enforcing the labeling regulations anywhere in the United 
States with respect to peas packed by the same firm. It will be 
noted that both these cases relate only to the products of the 
one firm seeking the restraining orders. 


The decision in the Indiana case is briefed as follows in the 
United States Daily’s Law Journal: 


Regulations of the Department of Agriculture requiring canners of 
soaked dry peas to place on the labels on the cans the legend “Below U. S. 
Standard; Low Quality, but not Illegal, Soaked Dry Peas” are void because 
unreasonable and inconsistent with the McNary-Mapes Amendment of the 
Federal Food and Drugs Act under which they were promulgated. Such 
amendment empowers the department to make regulations as to the stand- 
ards of canned food products. The regulations, to be valid, must be reason- 
able and consistent with the purpose of the act, which, as stated by the 
Supreme Court in United States v. Antikamnia Chemical Co., 231 U. S. 654, 
is to secure purity of food and information on the part of purchasers of 
what they are buying. The legend prescribed by the regulations for labels 
on cans containing soaked dry peas would not further such purpose. In a 
suit to enjoin the enforcement of the regulations by canners of such peas, 
rendered tender and palatable by a process of soaking and heating in water 
at a certain temperature, by the application of steam, and sometimes by the 
use of ovens, it was conceded that the peas, as processed by such canners, 
constituted a wholesome, pure food. The Government contended, however, 
that peas so prepared are substandard and should be so labeled in order that 
purchasers may know what they are buying. The contention is untenable. 
The labels on the cans expressly stated that the contents were prepared 
from “dry peas” and it is inconceivable that a purchaser could be misled. 


INTENDED ACREAGE OF LIMA BEANS FOR CANNING 


According to reports from canning firms representing 87 
per cent of the total acreage of green lima beans estimated for 
canning or processing in 1932, the acreage now intended for the 
1933 season is about 14 per cent smaller than the acreage har- 
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vested in 1932, and is less than half the total acreage harvested 
in either 1930 or 1931. 


Should plantings be made according to these intended 
acreage reports, which were made the latter part of April, the 
total acreage for the 1933 season would amount to 14,090 acres 
compared with 16,430 acres harvested in 1932, 28,760 acres in 
1931, 30,980 acres in 1980, and 24,570 acres in 1929. The usual 
loss between planted and harvested acreage is 3 or 4 per cent. 


The following table shows, by States, the intended acreages 
indicated for 1933, compared with harvested acreages in 1932, 
1981, 1980 and 1929. These intended acreages are not to be 
considered as estimates of planted acreages for the coming sea- 
son, inasmuch as they are subject to change before plantings 
are actually made, according to weather conditions, economic 


factors and the possible effect of this report upon canners’ and 
growers’ plans. 


-Intended Acreage— 
H ed A A - 
———Harvest crea a % 
1929 1930 1982 0f 1932 Acres 
State Acres Acres Acres Acres are. indicated 
New Jersey. . 1,000 1,050 1,450 83 a 050 
Delaware ... 7,400 1.3200 &,400 3,750 100 3,750 
Maryland 8,230 4,000 8,700 2,000 1,000 
Virginia ...... 3,270 4,480 5,340 4,800 07 4,650 
Ohio a 1,490 1,020 1,740 (b (b) 
Michigan 5 3,740 5.340 4,000 1,600 oo 1,100 
Minnesota 800 70 Goo (b) (b) 
Other statesc... 2,740 3.920 3,530 3,130 S4 2,640 
a 24,570 30,980 28,760 16,430 85.8 14,090 
a Acreage for both canning and frozen pack, 
b Included in “Other states” group. 
ec “Other states” include Colorado, Georgia, Mlinois, Indiana, Minnesota, New 
souk Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee, Utah, Washington, and 
sCcOnsIN, 


McNARY-MAPES STANDARD FOR CANNED PEAS REVISED 


The Secretary of Agriculture has promulgated a revision of 
the standard for canned peas, under the authority of the McNary- 
Mapes Amendment to the Food and Drugs Act, by the insertion 
of a new paragraph to follow paragraph 34 under “Meaning of 
Terms.” This new paragraph (which is a definition of the term 


“immature” as used in the standard for canned peas), reads as 
follows: 


34a. The peas shall not be considered immature if 25 per cent or 
more by count are swollen to such an extent as to rupture the skin suf- 
ficiently to separate the broken edges 1/16th inch or more. 

The revision was promulgated on May 11 and becomes 
effective 90 days from that date. 
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TRUCK CROP PROSPECTS 


The following statements briefly review the current releases 
of the Division of Crop and Livestock Estimates on the acreage 
and production forecasts of certain commercial truck crops in 
specified groups of states: 


ASPARAGUS.—The forecast of production for the late group of states 
is only slightly above the estimated production in 1932, or 2,344,000 crates 
expected this year compared with 2,335,000 crates harvested last year. The 
acreage for cutting is reported to be about 1 per cent greater than that cut 
in 1932 and the indicated yield is the same as the average yield per acre 
of one year ago. 

SNapP BEANS.—A decrease of 22 per cent below the 1932 production is 
indicated in the forecast of 1,115,000 bushels of snap beans for the second 
early group of states this year. The average yield per acre ‘is expected to 
be higher than last year’s yield but there is an estimated decrease of 26 
per cent in the acreage. The 10,520 acres estimated for the first group 
of intermediate states is more than one-fifth greater than the 1932 acreage 
of 8,660. 

CABBAGE.—Cabbage plantings in the intermediate states this year are 
estimated at 21,920 acres or about 2 per cent smaller than last year’s acre- 
age. The acreage of domestic-type cabbage, for market and for kraut, in 
the late states, is expected to be 18 per cent smaller than the 1932 acreage. 
The growers’ intentions reports indicate a probable late-domestic planting 
of 27,600 acres. 

GREEN Peas.—An increase of 67 per cent over the 1932 production is 
indicated by the forecast for the two intermediate groups of states, 739,000 
bushels for this year as compared with 443,000 bushels in 1932. The 9,010 
acres reported for the two groups is about the same as last year’s acreage 
but yields in all states, except Maryland, are expected to be much higher 
than those in 1932. 

Green Peprers.—There are 472,000 bushels forecast for the spring 
crop of peppers in Florida as compared with 405,000 bushels produced last 
spring, an indicated increase of 17 per cent. The acreage is the same as 
that of one year ago, but the yield per acre is expected to be much higher 
than the 1932 yield. 

STRAWBERRIES.—Production of strawberries in the intermediate states 
is forecast at 3,868,000 crates (of 24 quarts each) or 2 per cent larger than 
the estimated production in 1932. Although the 1933 picking acreage in 
these states ‘s 10 per cent larger than that of a year ago, the yields are 
expected to average below the unusually good yields of the 1932 season. 


PROSPECTS FOR SOUTHERN PEACHES 


Reports to the Division of Crop and Livestock Estimates 
from 10 southern states on May 1 indicate the probability of an 
11,455,000 bushel peach crop in these states this year compared 
with the short crop of 5,497,000 bushels last year, the unusually 
large crop of 21,954,000 bushels in 1931, and an average crop 
during the preceding five years of 15,326,000 bushels. The re- 
ported condition of the crop on May 1 was 46.4 per cent of 
normal, well below the average of 61.9 per cent for that date 
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from 1924 to 1930 but better than the exceptionally low condi- 
tion of 34.2 per cent last year. Arkansas, Oklahoma, and Texas, 
for the second year in succession, will probably have a sharply 
reduced peach crop. Of all the southern peach areas, these three 
states suffered greatest damage from severe winter weather and 
February freeze. 


CANNED SHRIMP PACK AND STOCKS 


The pack of shrimp from April 1 to 30, as announced by the 
Shrimp Section of the Association, was 36,057 cases, as compared 
with 49,401 cases packed during the corresponding period last 
year. The following table shows the pack from August 1 
through April 30 for the last two years: 


Aug. 1, ae Aug. 1, 1982 
roug throug h 


April 30, tone April 30, 
Cases Cases 
East Coast . 90,055 88,873 
Louisiana and Alabama. . 851,389 $20,536 
Mississippi ........ ‘ 123,755 
Total. 765, 340 580,615 


The net Quesees of the — from August 1, 1932, to April 
30, 1933, under the same period last year, was 184,725 cases, or 
24 per cent. 

Total stocks of canned shrimp on hand on May 3, as reported 
by all but two firms, amounted to 55,86514 cases, which includes 
2,706 cases of shrimp packed in glass. The following table shows 
the stocks of shrimp packed in tin as of May 3: 


Wet pack: Kast Louisiana  Missis- 

Cases of 48 No, 1's— Coast and Alabama = sippi Texas Total 
169% 3,428 1,799 144 5.540%, 
810 7,252 2.104 1,116 11,872 
Large .... aed 5,419 7,161 2,937 2,688 18,205 

Cases of 24 No. 1%'s.... 150 150 

Dry pack: 

Cases of 48 No, 1's— 

23044 423 245 898 1, 
Medium S4 4,268 201 763 5,406 
1,216% 5,877 729 1,242 9,06414 

Cases of 24 No. 1%'s.... 1,818 585 125 2,523 

Total 28,8011, 8,373 6,473 53,150% 


TRUCK CROP MOVEMENT 


The output of tomatoes from the Rio Grande Valley of 
Texas during the week ended May 6 increased greatly to around 
390 cars, and Florida dropped to 190. Shipments continued 
nearly 70 per cent heavier than a year ago. Mexico sent 215 
carloads of tomatoes to the United States, and 5 came from Cuba. 
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Rail movement of asparagus decreased to about 150 cars 
for the seven-day period. California shipped 70, South Caro- 
lina 50, and Illinois about 15 cars. Output was only half that of 
a year ago. 

Snap bean shipments from Florida decreased to about 385 
cars for the week. Texas shipped only 10; Louisiana began with 
30 cars, and movement got under way in South Carolina. 


PER CAPITA CONSUMPTION OF CANNED FISH 


Estimates of the per capita consumption of canned fish, pre- 
served fish other than canned, and of shellfish simply cooked have 
been compiled by the Foodstuffs Division of the Bureau of For- 
eign and Domestic Commerce and published in its Fishery News 
Circular for May 5. According to these figures the apparent per 
capita consumption of canned fish during the five years 1928- 


1932 has been as follows: 
1928 «61929 1982 
Lha. Lhba. Lba. 


2.37 2.18 2.01 2.12 2.29 
Sardines ........ 1.11 117 87 71 .70 
Shrimp ....... 12 12 Al jl 10 
Alewives and alwife roe... . AM AM 08 
REVISION OF STANDARDS FOR PUMPKIN, PEAS, TOMATOES, AND 
SNAP BEANS 


The Department of Agriculture has recently announced a 
revision of the standards previously promulgated under the 
Warehouse Act for canned pumpkins, peas, tomatoes, and snap 
beans. Copies may be obtained by requesting them of Mr. 
Paul M. Williams, Bureau of Agricultural Economics, U. 8. De- 
partment of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. The standards for 
pumpkin are in preliminary form intended for criticism only, but 
those for peas and tomatoes are promulgated as United States 
standards. 

PUMPKIN.—The statement regarding pumpkin is in preliminary form 
and is being distributed for criticism only. It is identical with the first 
draft of definitions and standards for pumpkins previously distributed for 
criticism except that the maximum gross headspace is given in place of the 


net weight specified in the earlier list, and it is provided that cans not filled 
to 90 per cent of their capacity shall be labeled as slack filled. 

Peas.—The United States Standards for grades of canned peas are in 
printed form and the circular is designated as “Service & Regulatory 
Announcements, B. A. E. No. 140.” The previously announced standards 
for peas under the Warehouse Act have been modified as follows: 
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The requirements under fill of container, including the relation of peas 
to packing medium, have been modified in keeping with the amended stand- 
ards under the McNary-Mapes Amendment to the Food and Drugs Act 
which were issued on May 25, 1932. The maximum headspace allowable 
for grading under the Warehouse Act has been changed from the earlier 
edition so that it now corresponds to a double seam of 3/16ths inch. Some 
additional sizes of cans are also included in the tabular statement giving the 
maximum headspace allowable. Under the directions for ascertaining the 
grade on page 3, the words “variety” and “type” of the previously announced 
standards have been omitted. The word “type” is also omitted from page 
4 of the previously announced standard for peas. 

The statement in the standards previously announced regarding absence 
of defects on page 4 is modified to read as follows: 


“This factor has reference to workmanship, care in preparation and the 
degree of freedom from broken, off-colored, spotted peas, skins of peas, 
thistle buds, and other material that would ordinarily be removed in careful 
preparation.” 

TOMATOERS.—The United States Standards for grades of canned toma- 
toes are issued as “Service & Regulatory Announcements, B. A. E. No. 141.” 
These grades are not substantially different from those previously announced 
for this product. 


In the tabular statement giving the maximum headspace allowable, 
the headspaces have been changed from the earlier announced standards 
so that they are now based on a 3/16th-inch double seam. Some additional 
can sizes are included. 

No other changes were made except such as are necessary to bring these 
standards into line with the amended McNary-Mapes standards promulgated 
by the Secretary of Agriculture on May 25, 1932. 

Snap Beans.—The U. S. standards for snap beans are printed in 
circular form, and the circular is designated as Service and Regulatory 
Announcement, B. A. E. No. 142. These standards are the same as the 
tentative grades which have been distributed for criticism with the follow- 
ing exceptions: 

Three additional can sizes (No. 1 Tall, No. 300, and No. 303) are 
included in the list of cans given for illustration on page 3. The minimum 
weight of drained solids is the same as in the tentative standards with the 
exception of No. 1 Eastern (Picnic) cans, in which the minimum weight of 
drained solids is 6% ounces and 6% ounces for cut beans. The weights of 
drained solids for the new sizes of cans included are proportional to those 
given in the tentative standards for No, 2 and No, 10 cans. The standards 
also provide that artificially colored snap beans shall bear a sub-standard 
label as required for artificially colored peas. 


ITALIAN PRODUCTION OF TOMATOES IN 1932 


The Central Institute of Statistics at Rome is reported to 
have issued the following figures on the production of tomatoes 
in Italy during the past four years: 1929, 1,454,000 short tons; 
1930, 1,035,000; 1931, 848,000; 1932, 927,000. 

The area under cultivation declined from 165,000 acres in 
1929 to 125,000 acres in 1930. There was a further decline in 
1981 to 112,000 acres, and the higher yield in 1932 was obtained 
from an even lower area of 102,000 acres. 
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Only a minor proportion of the exportable crop is shipped 
as fresh tomatoes, and over 90 per cent of the total goes to Ger- 
many, exports to the United Kingdom being negligible. Total 
exports in 1982 amounted to 29,680 short tons as compared with 
36,848 tons in the previous year and 45,808 tons in 1930. The 
following table gives comparative figures of exports of canned 
peeled tomatoes and tomato conserve from Italy: 


Destination 


United States .... Pee 38,976 
23,464 
Germany. . 2,206 


Other countries 9,408 


The export trade in canned peeled tomatoes has developed 
to a greater extent than that in tomato conserve, accounting 
for nearly 70 per cent of total exports in 1929. Figures relating 
to the distribution in later years are not available. 


RHODE ISLAND REQUIRES PERMIT FOR NON-ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGES 


The Board of Food and Drug Commissioners of the State of 
Rhode Island has called the Association’s attention to the law of 
that State forbidding the sale of non-alcoholic beverages (includ- 
ing among other things, fruit juices, tomato juice and tomato 
cocktail) manufactured outside of the State of Rhode Island 
“unless the person, firm or corporation manufacturing or bottling 
the same for sale shall hold a permit so to do from the Board of 
Food and Drug Commissioners.” Blank forms of applications 
for permits may be obtained of the Board of Food and Drug Com- 
missioners, Providence, R. I. The fee for such permit is $20 for 
each manufacturer and all permits expire on December 31, of 
the year in which they are issued and must be renewed annually. 


FERTILIZER METHODS FOR BEANS AND CORN 


The Joint Committee on Fertilizer Application, composed of 
official representatives of the American Society of Agricultural 
Engineers, the American Society of Agronomy, the National 
Association of Farm Equipment Manufacturers, and the National 
Fertilizer Association, at a meeting in Washington last Novem- 
ber adopted recommendations on methods of fertilizer application 
for various products. As of current interest, there are sum- 
marized below the recommendations with respect to beans and 
corn. 


1931 1982 
Tons Tons 
82,005 
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BEANS.—-For early fruiting and highest yield of snap or green beans 
the fertilizer should be placed in a band on each side of the seed, separated 
from it by two to three inches of fertilizer-free soil and in a depth zone 
from one to two inches below the seed level. 


When cultural practices do not permit employing the placement recom- 
mended above, the fertilizer should be placed in a band at least three 
inches below the seed, 


Corn.—Hill or row application is superior to broadcast application of 
fertilizers for corn in most of the corn growing areas of the United States. 


When corn is hill-dropped, or check-planted, the fertilizer should be 
dropped at the hill and not drilled. The fertilizer is preferably placed in 
a band at each side of the seed and separated from it by a fertilizer-free 
layer of soil one-half to three-quarters inch in thickness. Bands one inch 
or less in width are equivalent to wider bands for applications up to 200 
pounds an acre of normal analysis mixed fertilizers (around 20 per cent 
total plant food). Bands two inches in width are equivalent to narrower 
bands at the lighter rates and safer at rates exceeding 200 pounds an acre. 
Bands six inches to eight inches in length are preferable to those either 
shorter or longer. In regard to depth, the fertilizer is preferably placed 
within a zone extending from one inch below the seed to seed level or 
slightly above. 

For drilled corn the fertilizer is preferably placed in lateral bands 
approximately one inch wide, separated from the seed by one-half to three- 
quarters inch of fertilizer-free soil, and located in a zone from one inch 
below the seed to seed level or slightly above. Uniform distribution along 
the row is essential for both safety and economy. 
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